
Introduction: Reconsidering ‘Agricultural 
Villages’

The Cypriot Late Bronze Age (LBA) is rich in 
archaeological sites, a great number of which 
have been recorded as surface scatters by regional 
surveys (Catling 1962; Sørensen and Rupp 1993; 
Given and Knapp 2003; Todd 2004; 2013; Given 
et al. 2013a; 2013b). The breadth of identified 
LBA sites comprises those containing urban 
components such as monumental architecture, 
a specialised economy and the use of seals 
and script (e.g. Kalavasos Ayios Dhimitrios, 
Maroni, Enkomi, Hala Sultan Tekke Vyzakia, 
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Alassa Palaeotaverna), those distinguished for 
their ritual aspects (e.g. Myrtou Pigadhes) and 
those with apparent specialised production (e.g. 
pottery at Sanidha, metal at Politiko Phorades). 
The remaining sites, where such distinctions 
cannot be made, are categorised by size, with 
the larger ones termed ‘secondary’ and assigned 
a primarily administrative character (e.g. 
Phlamoudhi Melissa, Ayios Sozomenos) and the 
smaller ones described as ‘agricultural support 
villages’ (Analiondas Paleoklichia, Phlamoudhi 
Sapilou, Arediou Vouppes and possibly Apliki 
Karamallos) (Figure 1).
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Figure 1.	 Late Bronze Age archaeological site types in Cyprus (based on Knapp 2013: 350).
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While little is known of these ‘villages’ (most 
were discovered during field surveys), current 
interpretations (Keswani 1993; Webb and Fran-
kel 1994; Knapp 1996; 2013: 349-59; Steel 
and McCartney 2008; Steel and Thomas 2008) 
largely limit their function to that of subsist-
ence support for the larger and more extensively 
excavated sites. As a result, the LBA rural land-
scape (‘rural’ here refering to the countryside 
defined in contrast to urban environments—
van Dommelen and Gómez Bellard 2008: 12) 
and its population—people primarily occupied 
with environmental management for food pro-
duction, fuel, building materials, etc.—remain 
understudied.

Anthropological, ethnographic and sociologi-
cal research (e.g. Wolf 1966; Shanin 1984) and 
studies on the rural landscape, countryside and 
peasantry of the classical, Roman and Punic 
worlds (Garnsey 1979; Foxhall 1990; 2004; van 
Dommelen 1993; 2006; Forbes 1994; 2000; 
van Dommelen and Gómez Bellard 2008) have 
established an interpretative framework that 
argues for more nuanced socioeconomic rela-
tions within the rural landscape. The present 
study follows the framework established by 
these studies. It aims to marshal and subse-
quently to assess the material evidence that may 
help to reconstruct the Late Cypriot (LC) rural 
landscape, and ultimately to understand how 
rural communities constitute themselves, espe-
cially in a period distinguished by and largely 
examined for its politico-economic complexity 
(Knapp 2013: 348-49). To do so, I re-examine 
existing narratives with a new emphasis on 
regional survey data, by drawing on the signifi-
cant body of spatial information collected in an 
early, ‘intensive’ survey in the Vasilikos Valley 
(Todd 2004; 2013) (see Figure 3, below). These 
data provide a substantial Bronze Age material 
record and include a wide range of documenta-
tion that can provide the background against 
which to contextualise, compare and reflect dia-
chronically on the LC period. Before attempt-
ing to discuss the materiality and socioeconomic 

aspects of the rural landscape, however, it is 
necessary to consider some of the theoretical 
and archaeological limitations of the available 
LC material.

Theoretical Gaps

The concept of agricultural villages has fea-
tured in studies of Cypriot LBA habitation 
patterns since the 1960s (Catling 1962: 144-
45). Catling’s Cyprus survey publication imple-
mented a tripartite settlement and economic 
system for the entire Bronze Age, one that 
encompassed coastal trading centres, inland 
rural settlements and inland copper mining 
and production sites. In an effort to investi-
gate the possible redistributive elements in this 
framework, Keswani (1993) applied the model 
of staple and wealth finance (D’Altroy and 
Earle 1985) to argue for a tributary system of 
agricultural and copper resource mobilisation 
requiring a degree of coercion for regional inte-
gration. More information, especially regarding 
site topography, agricultural, metallurgical and 
social processes, and a more analytical consid-
eration of the relation between different levels of 
a settlement hierarchy were provided by Knapp’s 
(1997) social model of Protohistoric Bronze Age 
Cyprus (ProBA, ca. 1680/1650–1100/1050 bc)  
(Figure 2). In this model, agricultural popu-
lations reside in sites located near miners’ 
settlements and outside the urban centres to 
which they supply subsistence goods. This is 
accompanied by a detailed discussion on prob-
able socioeconomic coercion mechanisms (e.g. 
monumentality, prestige goods) involved in 
resource production and mobilisation, with less 
attention given to possible coexisting smaller 
scales of socioeconomic interaction.

A lack of comprehensive discussion on the 
LBA rural population has long been highlighted 
by Hadjisavvas (1996a; 1996b); even so, there 
have been few attempts to add nuance to the 
socioeconomic aspects of the rural landscape. 
The study of rural land-use patterns in the 
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LBA is partially inferred from floral and faunal 
analyses of some excavated sites (e.g. Croft 
1988; 1989; Hansen 1989; Dammann 2008), 
and often relies on Christodoulou’s (1959) 
geographical synthesis of the Cypriot rural 
economy, based on land-use practices of the late 
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries (e.g. 
Hadjisavvas 1992; Todd 2013). Whilst subse-
quent sociological (Attalides 1976) and archae-
ological (Given 2000; 2004) studies provided 
more detail regarding different types of rural 
populations, based on their economic capacity, 

political beliefs and links to formal administra-
tion, Christodoulou’s study—a largely under-
scrutinised ethnographic analogy—remains 
very influential in Cypriot archaeology.

Given (2000: 209), however, challenged 
Christodoulou’s traditional views regarding 
peasant mobility within habitation areas and the 
fields, using data from archaeological surveys as 
well as historical and ethnographic sources from 
the Ottoman (Given 2000) and British colonial 
periods (Given 2004) on Cyprus. Additionally, 
he provided a more holistic picture of the rural 

Figure 2.	 Proposed social model for Protohistoric Bronze Age Cyprus (adapted from Knapp 2013: 354, fig. 94).
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landscape of Ottoman Cyprus, fleshing out the 
complexity of mobility patterns and the season-
ality of settlements (Given 2000: 217). Finally, 
he applied some of his observations to the LC 
period to examine the degree to which centrally 
controlled taxation was employed in the Vasi-
likos and Maroni valleys (Given 2004: 40-48). 
Although he concluded that there is no evidence 
suggesting centralised taxation, he argued that 
‘the farmers and fieldowners of the Vasilikos and 
Maroni Valleys clearly had to surrender much 
of their surplus to the elites who controlled the 
monumental administrative buildings’ (Given 
2004: 48).

Finally, Hadjisavvas, despite being the pri-
mary advocate for the inclusion of rural popu-
lations in archaeological interpretations of the 
LC social economy, ironically characterises this 
population as the ‘rural masses’, dichotomising 
them from the ‘urban elite’ (Hadjisavvas 2009; 
Hadjisavvas and Chaniotis 2012: 164). Such 
dualistic terminology indicates a significant 
conceptual gap in our understanding of the 
LBA rural landscape; it prevents a deeper under-
standing of rural economic agency and sophis-
tication, and omits a bottom-up perspective of 
the rural landscape’s economic efficiency and 
productive capacity, which has been considered 
at some length in the wider Mediterranean con-
text (e.g. van Dommelen 1993; 2006; Horden 
and Purcell 2000: 273; van Dommelen and 
Gómez Bellard 2008: 212).

Material Limitations

This conceptual and theoretical gap is accom-
panied by a limited archaeological record. The 
material limitations of the LBA rural landscape 
stand in contrast to the abundance of evidence 
for the Early and Middle Cypriot (EC/MC) (ca. 
2250–1450 bc) agrarian economy (Coleman et 
al. 1996; Swiny et al. 2003; Frankel and Webb 
2006; Falconer et al. 2010). The materiality of 
LC rural sites is represented only by the exca-
vations at Arediou Vouppes (Steel and Thomas 

2008) and at the mining village of Apliki Kara-
mallos (with evidence for the storage of agricul-
tural products—du Plat Taylor 1952). To these 
may be added the detailed examination of surface 
survey materials from Arediou (Steel and McCa-
rtney 2008) and Analiondas Paleoklichia (Webb 
and Frankel 1994).

At Analiondas, Webb and Frankel (1994: 6-9) 
suggested that the unexcavated ground surface 
of an agricultural village should yield evidence 
for product processing and temporary storage. 
They subsequently used the surface material 
(pithos/storage vessel sherds, querns, rubbers, 
grinders and limestone vessel fragments) to 
characterise Analiondas as an agricultural pro-
duction centre. Among the surveyed mate-
rial, they distinguished pithos sherds indicative 
of variously sized vessels, some bearing seal 
impressions, and argued for different scales of a 
trade in agricultural products (Webb and Fran-
kel 1994: 19). The occurrence and variability 
observed in Analiondas’s assemblage has paral-
lels in the excavated and surveyed material from 
Arediou (Steel and McCartney 2008: 15-16). 
With reference to both Analiondas and Phlam-
oudhi Sapilou, Steel and McCartney (2008: 16) 
argued that the high occurrence of pithos, Mon-
ochrome and Plain Ware sherds, and variability 
within the size and shape of the pithos sherds, 
could indicate that agricultural production and 
storage was the primary concern of Arediou’s 
inhabitants. 

While such information is certainly impor-
tant for comprehending some aspects of LBA 
rural sites, in both cases interpretations rely on 
the smaller sites’ spatial association with and 
subordination to larger excavated ones. Webb 
and Frankel (1994: 20), for example, argued 
that the surrounding mining communities were 
likely the recipients of Analiondas’s agricultural 
products. However, they placed Analiondas 
under the political influence of Ayios Sozome-
nos, a large site that lay some 20 km east and 
is thought to have been instrumental in the 
circulation of copper and other products from 
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the surrounding area to Larnaca Bay. Similarly, 
Steel and Thomas (2008: 227) argued that Are-
diou was likely provisioning the miners of Poli-
tiko Phorades, but under the politico-economic 
umbrella of Morphou Toumba tou Skourou.

I would therefore argue that our understand-
ing of the rural landscape of LBA Cyprus is 
limited both in material and social terms, the 
result of a long tradition of urban bias in the 
literature (e.g. Keswani 1993; Åström and Her-
scher 1996; Crewe 2007; Fisher 2009; 2014) 
and a heavy reliance on hierarchical models of 
settlement patterns that have largely framed 
our understanding of this chronological period. 
I suggest that a deeper understanding of the 
LC rural landscape can be achieved through a 
consideration of existing interpretations of the 
Mediterranean countryside.

The Rural Landscape

Theoretical Perspectives
In discussing the socioeconomic and political 
relations developed and sustained in a rural 
landscape, it is pertinent to consider the mis-
conceptions that have largely influenced their 
description, including those within the LC 
archaeological context. Alignment with socio-
logical research traditions, which discuss peo-
ple according to generalisations, particularly the 
Marxist class system (Marx 2000) that contains 
only a limited typology for population, discour-
ages researchers from developing a more nuanced 
understanding of the rural population (Shanin 
1984: 11). As a result, that population is often 
perceived as a uniform and homogeneous body 
lacking internal structure or organisation. Fur-
thermore, the use of blanket terms such as ‘peas-
ants’ and ‘commoners’ has been widely criticised 
for misappropriation and as monolithic (Wolf 
1966; Shanin 1984; Lohse and Vadez 2004; van 
Dommelen 2006: 13; Foxhall 2007: 35-37; van 
Dommelen and Gómez Bellard 2008: 229-30).

A second misconception involves the assump-
tion of the conservative persistence of rural 

activities, technologies and material culture 
(Horden and Purcell 2000: 231-34). More 
specifically, the low material representation of 
rural activities and the problems of defining the 
size and range of economic behaviour as well as 
the inter-relations of rural populations tend to 
encourage the perception of a conservative dia-
chronic development. It is unsurprising, then, 
that rural populations are often generalised 
as traditional when the historical persistence 
of their economic activities is described (see 
critiques in Kearney 1996: 1-8; Horden and 
Purcell 2000: 231-34; Sutton 2000; Halstead 
2014: 1-8).

These misconceptions have been challenged 
by Wolf ’s seminal studies Peasants (1966) and 
Europe and the People without History (1982). 
Wolf (1966: 11) argued that it is only when a 
cultivator is integrated into a formal politico-
economic system and subject to its powerful 
and influential agents that he can properly be 
discussed as a peasant. Wolf subsequently dis-
cussed evidence for economic agency amongst 
peasants, which may be observed in a variety 
of economic activities, surplus management 
strategies, socioeconomic relations, coalitions 
and movements. His illustration of the com-
plexity characterising the rural landscape and 
countryside has been particularly influential in 
sociology (Shanin 1984), social economics (e.g. 
Ellis 1993), anthropology (e.g. Kearney 1996) 
and archaeology (e.g. Halligan 1983; Lohse and 
Valdez 2004). Wolf and the classical and Roman 
archaeologists he has inspired have discussed 
land-use patterns, site types and relations with 
references to, for example, crop choice and 
methods: staples vs arboriculture (Wolf 1966: 
32; Horden and Purcell 2000: 76), scale of 
agriculture (Garnsey 1979; Foxhall 1990: 105-
107; 2007: 34-42), use of joint or alternative 
subsistence strategies such as pastoralism (Wolf 
1966: 35; Banning 1986: 37; Forbes 1994; 
Foxhall 2007: 82-83), the capacity and ability 
of agricultural technology to improve landscape 
productivity (e.g. terracing, irrigation) (Foxhall 
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2007: 61-72), the mobility and potential for 
and types of networking (Wolf 1966: 35-37, 
83; Bowes et al. 2011: 10-11), land tenure 
practices and owner–cultivator relationships 
(e.g. tenants–subsistence farmers, slaves, wage 
labourers) (Foxhall 1990), inheritance systems 
(Wolf 1966: 73-77; Pettegrew 2001: 197-98) 
and family structures (Wolf 1966: 17, 65-73; 
Garnsey 1988 [1976]: 112; Terrenato 2007).

The most comprehensive summary of the 
socioeconomic potential of peasants and the 
countryside is undeniably Horden and Pur-
cell’s (2000: 270-78) critical commentary on 
the ‘Mediterranean countryman’. These authors 
used archaeological and ethnographic data to 
deconstruct misconceptions regarding a ste-
reotypically poor, autarkic, self-determined and 
stable peasantry and a provincial, traditional 
and resistant-to-change countryside. In a similar 
manner, but with emphasis on the ethnographic 
evidence for the land-use history of the south-
ern Argolid, Sutton (2000) disentangled tradi-
tional views of the countryside as perpetuated 
by ethnographic descriptions, modern history 
and romantic approaches.

There is general agreement amongst those 
whose focus of study is the Mediterranean 
countryside that rural populations rarely live 
in isolation; rather, they are often involved in 
sophisticated production and exchange net-
works, with the activities and practices sur-
rounding their economic systems integrated 
within wider politico-economic conditions (e.g. 
Banning 1986; Foxhall 1990: 113; Horden 
and Purcell 2000: 84). As such, reconstruct-
ing interactions with other socioeconomic and 
political agents is important in characterising 
the rural population. Many have explored these 
interactions, with attention to the reflexive 
relationship between the natural environment 
and human populations, use and resource man-
agement reconstruction, peasant mobility and 
the maintenance of producer–consumer rela-
tions (Garnsey 1988 [1976]; Foxhall 1990; van 
Dommelen 1993; van Dommelen and Gómez 

Bellard 2008). Drawing upon these character-
istics was central to establishing types of rural 
populations, including peasants, agricultural 
entrepreneurs, small- or large-scale tenants, 
farmers etc., and different types of land, labour, 
tenancy and ownership. All these points, gen-
erated from a wider consideration of work 
in Mediterranean archaeology, highlight the 
importance of distinguishing materially the 
interplay of power and the degrees of formal 
involvement in food production when recon-
structing the economy of past societies, as these 
relations have deep social implications.

Regional Survey and the Materiality of Rural 
Landscapes
While the distinctions outlined in the pre-
vious section may be challenged by a frag-
mentary archaeological record, and complicated 
by accompanying methodological issues, many 
scholars argue that it is mainly regional survey 
projects that can reveal heavily used agricultural 
landscapes, especially during classical and Roman 
antiquity (Foxhall 1990; van Dommelen 1993; 
Pettegrew 2001). Such surveys have also dem-
onstrated the remarkable diversity and intensity 
of rural life (Cherry 2003). In addition, while 
the materiality of rural activities emerges more 
clearly in excavated contexts, it is usually survey 
data analyses that form the basis of land-use 
reconstructions and diachronic settlement con-
figurations (e.g. Barker 1988; Given and Knapp 
2003; Farinetti 2011; Given et al. 2013a; 2013b; 
Vaccaro et al. 2013).

Surface material evidence of rural activities 
includes agricultural terraces, irrigation chan-
nels, mills, field shelters, animal folds and 
threshing floors. Other surface remains include 
features such as millstones and presses sugges-
tive of cereal processing and oil production, 
and smaller ground stone artefacts (e.g. querns, 
rubber/grinders) indicative of product process-
ing. However, because most surface remains are 
represented mainly by poorly preserved pottery, 
the identification of a rural site as a settlement 
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and the subsequent distinction amongst differ-
ent rural settlement types pose challenges for 
regional survey (Foxhall 1990; Pettegrew 2001; 
Bintliff 2011). Specifically, in survey-derived 
data, the identification of rural sites and their 
chronological position largely depends on the 
diagnostic capacity of potsherds.

To acquire more detail from the survey 
record, some have attempted material-oriented 
approaches, for example establishing pottery 
assemblage typologies for rural settlements (Win-
ther-Jacobsen 2007) or comparing excavated and 
survey assemblages (e.g. Foxhall 2004; Steel and 
McCartney 2008). It has been demonstrated, 
however, that a clear distinction between a rural 
site and an ‘off-site’ locus is not always achiev-
able (Pettegrew 2001: 189-90). This distinction 
is made more difficult by a visibility bias which 
favours the identification of rural sites to an 
extent that is probably greater than the average 
(Foxhall 1990). While understanding the dis-
tribution of rural sites can be improved through 
material analyses, there remains some difficulty 
in identifying how people’s interactions might 
be reflected in the materials represented at these 
sites (Banning 1986: 33-35). Surveys, including 
those dedicated to the identification of ‘Roman 
peasants’, may be unable to distinguish between 
settlements and ‘agro-processing’ areas (Vaccaro 
et al. 2013), to identify ‘commuting’ peasants 
(Garnsey 1988 [1976]: 112; Bowes et al. 2011: 
10-11) or to determine the potential alienation 
of peasants’ settlements from the land they are 
exploiting (Garnsey 1988 [1976]: 131).

Although ethnographic studies have been 
employed in the attempt to distinguish differ-
ent rural site types (e.g. Halstead 1987; Chang 
1994; Forbes 2000), more typically it is spatial 
analyses that emphasise location in association 
with resources and with reference to similar and 
larger nucleated settlements (see, for example, 
contributions in van Dommelen and Gómez 
Bellard 2008). In these attempts, Geographic 
Information Systems (GIS) have proved to be 
extremely useful, and their employment has 

assisted researchers in classifying different soil 
and land types depending on their agricultural 
suitability, subsequently contextualising rural 
sites and hypothesising about their main eco-
nomic activities (e.g. van Joolen 2003; Shiel and 
Stewart 2007; Vaccaro et al. 2013). Arguably, 
data from archaeological excavation and regional 
survey are probably insufficient if the goal is to 
retrieve all aspects contributing to the complex 
decision-making processes involved in selecting 
areas for habitation, farming, animal husbandry 
and other activities central to the study of rural 
landscapes. Given the nature of the evidence 
and the wider studies already discussed in 
Mediterranean archaeology, a more germane 
approach to the rural landscape involves a focus 
on both the larger material aggregations and the 
general material spread as a residue of the vary-
ing productive capacity of the landscape and the 
movement of people to harness it (Horden and 
Purcell 2000: 122).

The Vasilikos Valley

Setting the Context
The Vasilikos Valley Project (VVP) recorded 
over 100 Bronze Age material clusters, whose 
locations are important for elucidating aspects 
of the landscape’s diachronic use (Figure 3). The 
valley’s geomorphological makeup comprises an 
igneous-volcanic highland, a central chalk pla-
teau (uplands) and an alluvial plain (lowlands), 
arranged in discrete zones (Figure 4). The hilly 
terrain of the central valley renders the soil of 
the chalk plateaus shallow, prone to erosion 
and difficult for cultivation without modifica-
tion such as terracing. The deeper lowland soils, 
similar to other cases in Cyprus (Noller 2008: 
28) and Greece (Shiel and Stewart 2007: 95), 
are aged, generally rich in nutrients and fertile. 
With the combination of hilly uplands and low-
land plains as well as soils of varying depth and 
provenance, the valley’s productivity is complex 
and likely influenced the locational preferences 
of people over time. Nevertheless, although 
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Figure 3.	  The Vasilikos Valley Project survey area (based on Todd 2004: fig. 20-21; 2013). Base map provided by the 
Department of Geology, Republic of Cyprus.
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Figure 4.	 Vasilikos Valley geological formations. Base map provided by the Department of Geology, Republic of Cyprus.
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understanding the natural heterogeneity of soils 
across different elevations and micro-environ-
mental zones may provide a useful indication 
of past landscape use, it should not be used as 
a paradigm to frame the relationship between 
spatial location and landscape variability in pre-
modern times.

In this study, GIS analysis of the VVP Bronze 
Age material (see Figure 5, below) merged the 
EC assemblages with those of the MC, because 
the pottery of the two periods is difficult to 
distinguish. The low amounts of identified EC 
pottery and the excavation of a single site (a 
cemetery in Kalavasos Village) contrasts with 
the overwhelming number of MC assemblages 
(over 100), a number argued to represent con-
stituent components of larger occupation clus-
ters (Todd 1986: 187; Knapp 2013: 350-52). 
As survey-derived pottery can only assist, not 
establish, refined chronological classification 
between the EC and MC, it becomes clear that 
the lack of EC evidence is associated with issues 
of pottery identification at the time of survey 
(Georgiou et al. 2011: 293-99). Because the 
EC and MC material of the Vasilikos Valley 
cannot be disentangled, this paper combines 
the two periods, adopting the widely used EC/
MC designation (or Prehistoric Bronze Age, ca. 
2400–1690/1650 bc).

Following the above clarification, this study 
distinguished two general patterns: (1) EC/MC 
clusters—particularly larger sites characterised 
by higher pottery densities such as Mitsingites 
and the Laroumena-Arkhangelos-Malouteri-Yirto-
mylos-Ayios Kaloyeros cluster, along with  excavated 
cemeteries in Kalavasos Village—are located in 
the chalk plateaus, while there is much more 
limited evidence of contemporaneous material 
in the lowlands (Figure 5); and (2) a probable 
settlement focus shift in the LBA from EC/MC 
locations to the interface of the chalk plateaus 
and river lowlands, and the establishment of a 
coastal site at Tochni Lakkia (Figure 6).

Before discussing the significance of these 
observations, we should note that the pub-

lished VVP maps do not visualise the LBA shift 
adequately. Rather, they depict the EC/MC and 
LC material clusters, which this paper illustrates 
in different colours (Figures 5-6), as having the 
same areal extent, regardless of the density of 
sherds found (Todd 2013: 87, 93). Detailed 
site descriptions (Todd 2004: 28-144) and 
subsequent interpretations (Todd 2013: 86-97), 
however, clearly mention higher concentra-
tions of EC/MC pottery in the chalk plateaus 
and higher concentrations of LC pottery at the 
interface of the chalk plateaus and the lowlands. 
In an attempt to illustrate this distinction more 
clearly, I classified the VVP sites based on these 
descriptions, using as the main criterion the 
relative occurrence of pottery, which is the only 
quantitative information provided in the VVP 
publications. In Figures 5 and 6, sites with zero 
to one pottery sherd are omitted. Sites classified 
as [2] contained what was described as ‘few’ pot-
sherds, [3] as ‘more than a few’ or ‘occasional’ 
potsherds, [4] as ‘a small concentration’ or a 
‘thin spread’ of potsherds, [5] as ‘a wide spread’ 
of potsherds and [6] as a ‘very large’ or ‘substan-
tial’ number of potsherds. This classification 
contrasts the pottery densities of EC/MC and 
LC clusters in order to depict better the changes 
in settlement patterns; it does not seek to iden-
tify potential site types.

The Rural Landscape of the Early and Middle 
Bronze Ages
The majority of the relatively large pottery 
concentrations from the EC/MC seem to be 
distributed along the chalk plateaus on shallow 
and highly erodible soils. Gomez et al. (2004: 
7-10) explained the lack of sites on or among 
the deeper soils in the lowlands as a result of 
poor archaeological visibility, a position echoed 
by the VVP publication (Todd 2013: 7-9). 
However, the recording of multi-period archae-
ological sites across the lowlands (see Figure 3, 
above), such as the predominantly Chalcolithic 
Kalavasos Pamboules, with more than 550 stone 
tools (Todd 2004: 87-88), the Roman Kalavasos 
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Figure 5.	 Vasilikos Valley EC/MC material evidence (based on Todd 2004: 27-144; 2013: 87, fig. 12). Base map pro-
vided by the Department of Geology, Republic of Cyprus.
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Figure 6.	 Vasilikos Valley LC material evidence (based on Todd 2004: 27-144; 2013: 93, fig. 13). Base map provided 
by the Department of Geology, Republic of Cyprus.
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Sokopra (Todd 2004: 100-101) and the coastal 
LC Tochni Lakkia (Andreou and Sewell 2015), 
seems to suggest that the lack of EC/MC sites 
on the lowlands and the coast is probably not 
only a matter of archaeological visibility related 
to colluviation and alluviation. Instead, EC/
MC site distribution seems to be related to a 
more complex set of variables discussed on the 
conceptualisation as well as the materiality of 
classical and Roman rural landscapes.

On the one hand, visibility may be linked 
to differing types of erosion, such that in the 
uplands increased erosion has actually exposed 
archaeological remains, while obscuring them 
in the lowlands. Sites in the chalk plateaus may 
also enjoy greater exposure due to their location 
above the limit of cultivation, while any lowland 
sites have long since been disturbed by cultiva-
tion processes operating into the modern era 
(Wilkinson 2004: 58). On the other hand, soci-
oeconomic factors may also contribute to the 
EC/MC settlement patterning, such as activi-
ties linked to pastoralism, deer hunting (Reese 
1996; Croft 2003: 439-40; 2006: 277-81; Fall 
et al. 2012: 2338) and agricultural strategies. 
Such strategies may have favoured settlement 
on the shallow, light soils suited to hoe-based 
household gardening (an association argued in 
the contexts of Greece and Italy—van Joolen 
2003; Farinetti 2011; Halstead 2014: 35) and 
the deliberate avoidance of settlement on areas 
of deeper and presumably more fertile soils 
(Halstead’s [1987] traditional Mediterranean 
rural economy model). Although it has been 
argued that lowland soils, due to their clayey 
texture, might have required animal labour for 
cereal cultivation (Farinetti 2011: 12), empirical 
observations on soil structure in conditions of 
varying moisture and temperature have ques-
tioned the reliance on ploughs for cereal and 
other shallow-rooted crops (Hussein and Adey 
1995: 357). At the same time, Halstead (2014: 
33-57) has discussed extensively the complex 
interplay of multiple factors that influence the 

selection of different methods of ploughing: 
e.g. field size and location, vegetation types, 
ownership/co-ownership/accessibility to work 
animals, the cost of fodder, differing perceptions 
of time and labour investment.

In the Vasilikos Valley, there are insufficient 
data to assess the availability of cattle and by 
extension the intensity of agriculture (degree 
of manual cultivation vs use of work animals) 
during the MC period. However, while the pro-
portion of the Vasilikos Valley’s population that 
may have used animals for traction is unclear, 
such traction and the use of the elbow plough 
is demonstrated in late EC terracotta models 
(Karageorghis 1991: pls. LXV-LXXXV). It is 
also evident in zooarchaeological data indicating 
more robust cattle phalanges, suggesting harder 
work (Croft 2006: 271) and the occurrence 
of individual older animals used for labour 
rather than as food (Reese 1996: 479). One 
can assume that, as is the case with other EC/
MC sites, the rural populations of the Vasilikos 
Valley employed a mixture of agricultural prac-
tices that could theoretically extend to both the 
uplands and the lowlands, concurrently or in 
rotation.

Considering the mobility, versatility, mutu-
ality and opportunism of agriculturalists and 
pastoralists, as revealed in classical and Roman 
times (Banning 1986; Garnsey 1988 [1976]; 
Forbes 1994; Foxhall 2007: 56-58; van Dom-
melen and Gómez Bellard 2008: 16; Vaccaro 
et al. 2013: 130-31) and in more recent Cyp-
riot contexts (Given 2000: 217), alongside the 
above discussion on soil workability and fertil-
ity, it is likely that the MC rural population of 
the Vasilikos Valley exploited both the uplands 
and the lowlands through cultivation, pastoral-
ism, arboriculture and plant gathering. As such, 
the observed EC/MC settlement patterns are 
not strictly a matter of settlement visibility but 
also of the visibility of diverse agricultural activi-
ties and mobility (e.g. Bintliff 2011: xv).
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Rural Landscape Dynamics: Middle to Late 
Bronze Ages
An island-wide shift in settlement patterns 
is observed during the MC III/LC I period 
(ProBA I, ca. 1750–1680/1650 bc) and has 
been linked in part to the exploitation of copper 
ores and their importance in international trade 
markets (summarised by Knapp 2013: 348-49). 
This transitional period in the Vasilikos Valley is 
materially limited and poorly understood. The 
MC III / LC I and LC IA periods are attested by 
a few pottery sherds from Mitsingites and Ayious 
(Todd 2013: 94) and by two LC I tombs found 
within the MC cemeteries of Kalavasos Village 
(Todd and Pearlman 1986).

As inferred from the primarily LC II mate-
rial clusters (see Figure 6, above), the Vasilikos 
Valley experienced a shift in settlement location 
to the south. This shift may be attested by a 
lower number of activity clusters at Mitsin-
gites, Archangelos and Laroumena and a higher 
concentration of material around the LC Ayios 
Dhimitrios-Kafkalia-Mangia clusters, aligning 
with the edge of the chalk plateaus, and the 
establishment of a coastal site (Tochni Lakkia). 
Ayios Dhimitrios is the only LC excavated set-
tlement and has material evidence indicative of 
an urban centre of politico-economic complex-
ity, one with interregional and international 
networking (South 1989). The most impres-
sive feature of this site is a monumental ashlar 
building (Building X) that contains evidence 
for olive pressing and at least one large storage 
room that could have held an estimated 50,000 
litres of olive oil (Keswani 1989: 15-16; 2015: 
4-5). Unfortunately, the available stratigraphy 
of Ayios Dhimitrios does not yet provide clear 
details on the origins of this urban settlement.

Knapp (2013: 398) argued reasonably that 
the concentration of population into urban 
centres and the need to provide subsistence to 
specialists required an intensification in agri-
cultural production. He also suggested that the 
agro-pastoral character of the ProBA (MC III-
LC IIIA) was not significantly different from 

that of the Prehistoric Bronze Age (EC/MC), 
and that the island of Cyprus rapidly became 
town-centred, industrial in nature and fully 
integrated into the eastern Mediterranean world 
(Knapp 2013: 348). As mentioned, the origins 
of the primarily LC II site of Ayios Dhimitrios 
(after ca. 1400 bc) remain unclear, while the 
processes leading to its urban character become 
more perplexing with the recovery of imported 
goods, including a Levantine pilgrim flask and 
a possible Canaanite jar in the LC I tombs from 
Kalavasos (Todd and Pearlman 1986: 193, 214; 
but cf. Manning et al. 2002: 140). Such arte-
facts suggest some degree of connectivity that 
seems to pre-date the urban establishment at 
Ayios Dhimitrios.

The construction of a monumental build-
ing with large storage capacity, regarded as 
one of the main indicators of urbanisation at 
Ayios Dhimitrios, suggests a sustained generation 
of agricultural surplus (olives at least), which 
probably existed before the construction of the 
building at some point during the LC II period 
(South 1997: 173; Keswani 2015). Thus one 
might argue that the shift in the scale of surplus 
storage attested at Ayios Dhimitrios, which some 
view as a shift to urban-based, elite-sponsored 
surplus storage (Fisher 2009; Hadjisavvas 2009; 
Hadjisavvas and Chaniotis 2012), should not be 
considered as unrelated to the MC rural land-
scape. Rather, it should be seen together with a 
long-term intensification inherent from the MC 
agrarian economic structure.

Moreover, the cluster of material aggregation 
moved only 4 km south (30–50 minutes’ walking 
distance, according to Georgiou 2007: 445-46), 
from the MC Malouteri-Laroumena-Spilios-
Kalavasos Village cluster to the LC Ayios Dhimi-
trios, Kafkalia and Mangia cluster. While LC 
material concentrated at the interface between 
the lowlands and the chalk plateaus, where 
both productive zones featuring in the MC 
rural economy were accessible, this short spatial 
shift was significant as it reflects, among other 
factors influencing nucleation (Bintliff 1999;  
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Smith 2014), changes in the intensity and scale 
of exploitation in these productive zones (e.g. 
Salade and Braun 1982: 21; Casana 2007: 216; 
Halstead 2014: 216-19).

To summarise, agricultural intensification may 
not have been spurred on by rapid urban devel-
opment, but was rather the consequence of mul-
tiple intersecting factors (Smith 2014: 522-24). 
Among them, we should consider local move-
ment, namely a shift of individuals or households 
within familiar, geographically contiguous mar-
kets with minimal social disruption to existing 
loci of production and socioeconomic relations. 
Alongside a series of long-discussed factors (sum-
marised in Knapp 2013: 348-49; Fisher 2014: 
185-87), urban nucleation in the Vasilikos Valley 
could have developed following a period of incre-
mental improvements in agricultural productiv-
ity. In such a case, the combination of long-term 
improvements to yields and opportunistic use of 
locales habituated for exchange and/or manipu-
lated extensively by the rural populations (Smith 
2014: 516) may have encouraged the develop-
ment of settlements like Ayios Dhimitrios.

Understanding the Rural Landscape of the Late 
Bronze Age
The excavated remains of Ayios Dhimitrios, located 
8 km south of the local copper sources, reveal a 
grid plan and include monumental architecture, 
craft specialisation, evidence for the use of writ-
ing (Cypro-Minoan) and access to imported 
artefacts. As a result, the rural economy of the 
Vasilikos Valley in the LC period has traditionally 
been explored from a top-down perspective.

Keswani (1992), referencing ethnographic par-
allels and following gas chromatography analy-
sis, argued that the 50,000 litres of olive oil 
stored in the monumental building at Ayios 
Dhimtrios (Building X) exceeded the subsistence 
requirements of the site’s estimated population 
of 750–1250 people (Keswani 1993: 77). From 
a top-down perspective, she suggested that the 
surplus was redistributed throughout the valley, 
particularly to mining and agricultural popu-

lations—an argument supported by the site’s 
excavator (Tsipopoulou and South 2012: 223). 
It remains unclear whether this system embodies 
surplus production controlled by an elite group 
and redistributed to a non-food producing spe-
cialist population as well as to the wider valley 
for political control, or if other forms of socio-
economic interaction were at play (but see also 
Keswani 2015).

Arguably, it is a greater challenge to assume 
the existence of a coercive element controlling 
the valley’s productive capacity than it is to pro-
pose a situation in which mutual opportunism 
was pursued. As noted with respect to peasant 
groups, products may have moved along vari-
ous socioeconomic networks and mechanisms 
with less antagonistic relationships and involv-
ing less formalistic and coercive concepts such 
as unities, collectives, negotiation patterns and 
morality systems (e.g. Wolf 1966: 81, 106-109; 
Attalides 1976; Halligan 1983: 18; Halstead 
1992; Ellis 1993; Casana 2007: 214-16; Sou-
vatzi 2013: 44-45). This is not to deny that 
elements of socioeconomic pressure to centralise 
resources existed at some scale, but it asks less of 
the current evidence to consider the site of Ayios 
Dhimitrios within a geographically more limited 
political scope.

Keswani (1993: 77) estimated that if the entire 
assemblage of storage pithoi contained olive oil, 
provisions for 1000 people would have been 
available over a period of two years. If Ayios 
Dhimitrios had a population of 750–1250, with 
a maximum of 2000 (Keswani 2015: 19), and if 
the olive oil in the pithoi was consumed exclu-
sively by the settlement’s population, very little 
or even no surplus would have been available for 
redistribution outside the settlement. Consider-
ing more recent VVP publications (Todd 2004; 
2013) and geophysical survey results (Urban 
et al. 2014) suggestive of a larger, and presum-
ably more populous Ayios Dhimitrios (similar to 
neighbouring Maroni—Manning et al. 2014), 
we might envision a more limited redistributive 
extent for olive oil.
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Before introducing other hypotheses regard-
ing the rural landscape of the Vasilikos Valley, 
it is necessary to understand the extent as well 
as the location of LC sites. In Figure 6 (above) 
the total number of LC sites with a scatter [5] 
or a large/considerable quantity of potsherds 
[6] is ten. Amongst those ten sites only Tochni 
Oriti, Kalavasos Arkhangelos and Laroumena, 
Tochni Lakkia and Kafkalia IV (adjacent to 
and probably part of Ayios Dhimitrios) contain 
pithos sherds, or sherds of Monochrome and 
Plain Ware (Figure 7), all of which also occur 
in abundance within other agricultural sites on 
Cyprus (Steel and McCartney 2008: 16). These 
Vasilikos Valley areas are also the ones that 
contain material chronologically comparable to 
the excavated areas at Ayios Dhimitrios and they 
have the clearest evidence for some substantial 
scale of storage for agricultural products.

The above information raises a two-part ques-
tion: How do these LC sites acquire their oil, 
and how does Ayios Dhimitrios acquire its oil if 
it is largely a settlement of specialists and pre-
sumably non-oil producers? 

Foxhall (2007: 132) has argued that contrary 
to popular scholarly opinion, permanent equip-
ment is not necessary for processing the small 
amounts of olive oil suitable for household con-
sumption. It is possible that some households 
would have been able to produce a surplus of 
olives, which according to Foxhall (2007: 132) 
would be laborious, wasteful and time consum-
ing to process. Olive surplus within the LC sites 
of the Vasilikos Valley may have been exchanged 
within a local sphere of socioeconomic interac-
tion, or possibly transported to Ayios Dhimi-
trios for processing, followed by some form of 
exchange. Alternatively, or perhaps concur-
rently, there were olive producers within and/or 
in close proximity to Ayios Dhimitrios, provid-
ing olives to Building X and/or the settlement 
in general.

Foxhall (2007: 79) estimated that on average 
an olive tree in Greece during the classical period 
yielded approximately three litres of oil each 

harvest. Allowing for the possibility that yields 
from LBA Cypriot trees may have been differ-
ent (Keswani 2015: 17), the number of olive 
trees required to produce 50,000 litres of oil 
can be estimated at 16,700, or half that amount 
if the biannual fruiting cycle of the olive trees 
was synchronised (Forbes 1989: 93; Foxhall 
2007: 179). The estimated land requirements 
for 8300–16,700 olive trees is roughly 83–167 
ha (0.83–1.67 sq km), allowing for 100 trees 
per hectare (Foxhall 2007: 79). Forbes (1989: 
93) argued that the amount of stored olive oil 
could be twice as much as the annual require-
ments, in order to cover potential vagaries in 
production. Based on this, the olive oil stored in 
Building X required approximately 41.5–83.5 
ha (0.415–0.835 sq km) of land. This estimate 
is close to Keswani’s (2015: 9) most ‘conserva-
tive’ land estimations for 25,000 litres of olive 
oil (62.5 ha). These approximations may sug-
gest three possibilities: (1) the group associated 
with Building X controlled an area four to eight 
times larger than the area South (2000: 60) has 
posited as the total settlement size (11.5 ha)—
the area under the control of those operating in 
Building X would be larger if people harvested 
olives annually (non-synchronised fruiting), if 
they also used the land for other crops (Hal-
stead 2014: 205-206) or if the density of trees 
was lower (Keswani 2015: 8); (2) Building X 
controlled a smaller area (or potentially no olive 
groves) and olives were transported from the 
surrounding valley through less formal mecha-
nisms; (3) some combination of possibilities  
(1) and (2) existed.

These hypotheses indicate several types of 
socioeconomic relationships based on produc-
tion and exchange of agricultural products, and 
these relationships may imply different catego-
ries of rural population. The labour require-
ments for the construction and maintenance of 
this monumental building indicate that there 
existed a degree of politico-economic influence 
over a wider population (Knapp 2013: 360-61). 
The extent and reach of this influence, however, 
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Figure 7.	 Maps (A above and B opposite) showing the relative distribution of pithos, Monochrome and Plain Ware sherds 
in LC material clusters in the Vasilikos Valley. (based on Todd 2004: 27-144; 2013: 93, fig. 13). Base map pro-
vided by the Department of Geology, Republic of Cyprus.
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is unclear. It is also uncertain if such influence 
was based on agricultural products, the man-
agement of which seems to be a primary focus 
in Building X, or if it was also based on other 
resources, such as copper.

A case may be made that peasants were con-
nected directly to Building X and produced the 
oil. It is unclear whether these people resided 
in the domestic area excavated at Ayios Dhimi-
trios (South 1980; 1983), in nearby sites, or in 
both. Any mechanisms of coercion or economic 
incentives that may have characterised the rela-
tionship between the peasants and those who 
controlled Building X are even more uncertain. 
It follows that, at the very least, we may consider 
the group controlling Building X and profiting 
from large-scale exploitation of olives as agricul-
tural entrepreneurs.

At the same time, some people may have 
resided within and amongst the identified sites 
throughout the valley and may be distinguished 
by their ability to produce a surplus of olives for 
exchange at Ayios Dhimitrios. Those unable to 
produce a surplus may have relied on interac-
tions within local socioeconomic networks, by 
forming horizontal and/or vertical coalitions to 
accommodate individual and collective interests. 
The available material evidence does not suggest 
that Ayios Dhimitrios was necessarily control-
ling the local networks established within the 
rural landscape. It is also unknown whether the 
people associated with Ayios Dhimitrios more 
opportunistically acted as middlemen, although 
this suggestion is not unlikely (e.g. Wolf 1966: 
42; Halligan 1983: 18).

I inferred the relationships outlined above 
based on extensive evidence from a single crop 
(so also Keswani 2015: 4-5). It is important to 
consider how the gamut of subsistence resources 
could expand these socioeconomic networks 
and the characteristics of the groups that com-
prised them. The floral and faunal assemblage 
of Ayios Dhimitrios, while limited, contains sub-
sistence crops such as wheat, barley, lentils and 
grapes, as well as building materials for roofing 

such as pine wood (not local to the lowlands—
Hansen 1989), in addition to animal remains 
consisting largely of goat, with some ox and 
deer in the mix (Croft 1989). Based on multi-
context evidence, we cannot suggest that the 
monumental building was used to store some or 
any of the plant and animal resources identified 
in the remains. On the contrary, the floral and 
faunal remains indicate some local and distant 
relationships with the valley uplands (goat, pine 
wood, grapes and deer) and lowlands (wheat 
and lentils).

As part of my discussion on the EC/MC 
rural economy, I mentioned that cereal culti-
vation theoretically could be practised in the 
uplands and the lowlands, although the low-
lands (south of Ayios Dhimitrios) favour more 
intensive cultivation. There is no evidence to 
suggest a strictly formal organisation of cereal 
cultivation, which suggests some potential for 
multiple scales of production and degrees of 
formality in exchange. The production and 
exchange of cereal would have involved at least 
the peasants associated with Building X, as well 
as other small and larger landholders, who may 
be inferred from the material assemblages of the 
domestic components of Ayios Dhimitrios (e.g. 
differing amounts and sizes of storage vessels—
South 1980: 43; 1983: 104).

Based on the faunal evidence, we may suggest 
that amongst the rural population, some were 
engaged in large-scale pastoralism involving 
extensive economic networks, while others were 
engaged in smaller-scale pastoralism and agri-
culture operating in more localised networks of 
exchange (Banning 1986: 37; Barker 1988: 773; 
Forbes 1994: 196; Halstead 2014: 289-94). The 
differences in the scale of pastoralism as well as 
the degree to which pastoralists participated in 
localised and/or regional exchange networks 
could suggest differing degrees of mobility in 
the rural landscape. We should add that mobil-
ity in the rural landscape can also be implied via 
the evidence for deer hunting and the transpor-
tation of animal remains (whether brought alive 
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or as carcasses) to the lowlands, along with pine 
and presumably copper.

Given the generally accepted importance of 
copper for the LC economy and despite a lack 
of evidence for the mechanisms of its exploita-
tion and transport, we must consider that at a 
minimum, part-time mining existed (Knapp 
1998: 13). Finds in both the domestic and 
the ‘semi-formal’ buildings of Ayios Dhimitrios 
attest to the presence of metallurgy to some 
degree (Todd 2013: 26-27). It remains unclear, 
however, whether those involved in mining 
resided in unsurveyed or now largely destroyed 
or buried areas surrounding the mines (Todd 
2013: 15), or around Kalavasos Village, 4 km 
southeast of the mines. Both locales are possible, 
as the intensity and seasonality of LC mining in 
the Vasilikos Valley is unknown. Regardless of 
their location, those involved in mining would 
have played an integral part in the rural land-
scape of the Vasilikos Valley.

Finally, it is necessary to consider how the 
population of the valley articulated with extra-
valley economic networks (within and possibly 
beyond the island), as suggested by imported 
artefacts, including the imposing examples from 
LC II tombs found around or below Building X 
(South 2000). Todd (2013: 15-27) has linked 
the luxury LC II imports to copper, which he 
considered to be the foundation of the Vasilikos 
Valley economy (Todd 2013: 15-27), despite the 
lack of sufficient direct evidence to argue for the 
scale of copper exploitation of the nearby mines 
during the LBA (Tsipopoulou and South 2012: 
223). At the same time, researchers have consid-
ered Cypriot agricultural products as exportable 
marketable commodities only in some cases (e.g. 
Hadjisavvas 1996a; Keswani 2015), despite the 
recovery of Cypriot pithoi in the Point Iria, Cape 
Gelidonya and Uluburun shipwrecks (Lolos 
1999: 43; Bass 1967: 123; Pulak 1998), along 
with evidence for closed vessels from Cyprus 
circulating in the eastern Mediterranean during 
this (Steel 2013: 131-35) and earlier periods 
(Maguire 2009). We should add that Ayios 

Dhimitrios was located equidistant from the 
LC sites of the uplands and a possible anchor-
age at Tochni Lakkia. This potential anchorage 
was established at some point during LC II and 
would have opened up the valley to intra-island 
and possibly extra-island exchange of seaborne 
products.

The strategic location of Ayios Dhimitrios, 
the estimated capacity of the storage pithoi in 
Building X, as well as the economic importance 
of olive oil as a marketable (Hadjisavvas 1996b: 
130-31) and ‘commercially successful’ product 
(Butzer 2005: 1776), may suggest that olive 
oil was likely part of extra-community trade 
alongside other perishable materials and copper. 
As such, Building X was likely a specialised pro-
cessing area for an investment crop, which was 
probably a key resource for foreign trade along-
side copper. If that is the case, the topic of redis-
tribution for the LBA Vasilikos Valley (Keswani 
1993) requires additional attention—something 
that has been addressed more systematically 
in the Aegean world (Earle 2011; Galaty et al. 
2011; Nakassis et al. 2011; for Cyprus, see also 
Keswani 2015). A number of researchers agree 
that redistribution, or ‘resources mobilisation’ 
(Christakis 2011: 197; Halstead 2011: 233), 
does not necessarily involve a widespread or 
all-encompassing control over agricultural com-
munities and may not be used to assume that the 
general population acquired subsistence through 
a centralised system (Lupack 2011: 210).

Rural Landscape Dynamics: Late Bronze Age to 
Early Iron Age
The breadth and varying scales of relationships 
operating throughout the rural landscape of the 
Vasilikos Valley are important for understand-
ing settlement patterning in the Bronze Age, 
but also for what some have regarded as a sys-
temic collapse of the social economy, linked to 
decreasing external demand for copper (Geor-
giou 2015: 131).

Ayios Dhimitrios was abandoned at the close 
of the LC IIC period (ca. 1200 bc). Within the 



164	 Andreou

© The Fund for Mediterranean Archaeology/Equinox Publishing Ltd., 2016

Vasilikos Valley, a much sparser, subsequent, 
Early Iron Age (EIA) (ca. 1125/1100–1000 bc) 
material assemblage contrasts with the relatively 
rich spread of LBA material (Figure 8). Aban-
donment indicates that the cohesion of Ayios 
Dhimitrios’s socioeconomic system depended on 
existing valley-wide connections and webs of 
interreliance. Some may argue that the aban-
donment of Ayios Dhimitrios, accompanied by 

a reduction in evidence for settlement in the 
area overall, is one of the convincing strands of 
evidence for a coordinated local rural economy. 
There are, however, important reasons for the 
disparity in material prevalence between the LBA 
and EIA that may intimate a reconfiguration 
in settlement patterning rather than large-scale 
abandonment. Firstly, the VVP has demonstrated 
a Bronze Age recovery bias during the collection 

Figure 8.	 Map showing the locations of Vasilikos Valley Early Iron Age material (based on Todd 2004: 27-144; 2013: 
98, fig. 14). Base map provided by the Department of Geology, Republic of Cyprus.



	 Understanding the Rural Landscape of Late Bronze Age Cyprus	 165

© The Fund for Mediterranean Archaeology/Equinox Publishing Ltd., 2016

of surface material (Todd 2013: 90-92). To this 
we should add a long tradition of research focus-
ing on the Cypriot Iron Age city kingdoms and a 
poorer understanding of the EIA rural landscape 
(Given and Knapp 2003: 270-71). Finally, it is 
possible that extensive Archaic clusters recorded 
throughout the Vasilikos Valley overlay Geo-
metric deposits (Todd 2013: 98-99), or that the 
Geometric period may have been characterised 
by a highly mobile rural population and shorter-
lived settlements and activity areas (Smith 2014), 
which would contrast with new settlement con-
figurations observed in other parts of the island 
(Iacovou 2013).

Following the abandonment of Ayios Dhimi-
trios, it is likely that some people, perhaps 
those involved with the urban economy more 
opportunistically, and who were therefore more 
dependent upon it, either left the valley or 
drastically increased their movement within it. 
At the same time, those involved less intimately 
with Ayios Dhimitrios would continue to recon-
figure their local networks of socioeconomic 
interaction (see also Halligan 1983: 18; Terre-
nato 2007: 20-21). In order to explore whether 
settlement reconfiguration is a consequence of 
population mobility or other factors, we need 
better evidence for changing numbers and dis-
tribution of the valley’s population.

Conclusions

This study argues that a bottom-up perspective 
on regional survey material can highlight greater 
socioeconomic variability amongst the popula-
tion of the LC rural landscape than previously 
argued. The diachronic spatial analysis of the 
Vasilikos Valley demonstrates the need to recon-
sider the concept of an ‘agricultural support vil-
lage’ as well as to examine and contextualise these 
sites as more autonomous and socioeconomically 
heterogeneous clusters. Moreover, such rethink-
ing challenges traditional views arguing for a cen-
tralised redistribution of goods and suggests the 
possibility of multiple scales of, and avenues for, 

the exchange of rural products. These observa-
tions lead to a deeper consideration of the mobil-
ity of rural populations, which likely played a 
significant role in the diachronic reconfigurations 
of patterns of habitation in the Vasilikos Valley.

It may also be suggested that the land-use 
patterns, mobility and economic intensification 
of the MC rural population are linked to the 
eventual location of Ayios Dhimitrios, which 
came to be an important socioeconomic hub in 
the valley during the LC II period. Additionally, 
I have discussed the multiplicity of interactions 
between what seem to have been the agricultural 
entrepreneurs at Ayios Dhimitrios and the popu-
lation at sites identified in the surrounding rural 
landscape. As the structure of rural groups is 
dependent upon whether and how much power 
is exercised as a result of their labour (Wolf 
1966: 10), they are not necessarily part of asym-
metrical structural relationships with those who 
control surplus, and they may or may not have 
enduring relationships with various socioeco-
nomic establishments. Amongst those living in 
the rural landscape here, some were associated 
with specialised production on a more commer-
cial scale, while others with less formal links to 
the urban centre relied more on localised socio-
economic networks. While the exploitation of 
olives and presumably of copper was intensified 
to a likely significant degree in the Vasilikos 
Valley, the range of subsistence activities under-
taken in the rural landscape (agriculture, pasto-
ralism, part-time mining, wild plant gathering, 
hunting and logging) was probably accessible to 
and exploited by the range of rural populations 
outlined above. Consequently, the degree of 
control imposed by elite groups and the role of 
individuals in the regional or even interregional 
economic networks is likely far more complex 
and multidirectional than has been suggested.

Finally, I would argue that the level of socio-
economic complexity characterising the rural 
environment must be considered when investi-
gating the material disparity between the LBA 
and the EIA in the Vasilikos Valley. It is likely 
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that patterns of land use and mobility in the 
valley contributed to both the abandonment of 
Ayios Dhimitrios and the reconfiguration of the 
settlement pattern during the EIA. If we allow for 
a higher degree of socioeconomic variability and 
complexity within the rural landscape, we may 
find that more opportunistic and mutually bene
ficial relationships existed within and between 
rural and urban populations, and we may be 
able to address the diachronic, widespread and 
deep-rooted alterations to the social economy of 
the region.
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